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(a) Worst measured traversal time. (b) Worst measured communication time.
W Avg. tarversal time (PDeN) SIS A traversal time (IPDe 2.0} - g, - g, time: (PDeN 2.00
7 E
i z
Fow £
H £
: :
:
g ox10° g 0
H E
3 i
; ax10? &
(il U
e 1T 1T | | |
0 w 20 n 0 [ n m 0 a0
Fow FRow
(c¢) Average measured traversal time. (d) Average measured communication time.
Figure 1: IPDeN 2.0 vs IPDeN (Synthetic test case).
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(a) Worst measured traversal time. (b) Worst measured communication time.
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(c) Average measured traversal time. (d) Average measured communication time.

Figure 2: IPDeN 2.0 vs 128-deep HopliteBuf (Synthetic test case).
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(a) Worst measured traversal time.
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(c) Average measured traversal time.
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(b) Worst measured communication time.
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(d) Average measured communication time.

Figure 3: IPDeN 2.0 vs VCs (Synthetic test case).




